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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after StX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period wilt apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )H Responsive to communication(s) filed on 6/20/05 . 
2b)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-28 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [2 Claim(s) 1-28 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) (3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
b)M All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 . E3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Note: In the amended claims as provided with the response, the bodies of claims 
1 1,12,25 and 26 have been omitted. As these claims are labeled, "original", the 
examiner will assume that the missing sections are those as originally claimed and 
acted upon in the previous, non-final office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 

to non-statutory subject matter. Specifically, there is no technological innovation 

included in the limitations. The limitations as claimed could be met merely through notes 

or telephone calls between parties. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PAT 5,093,794 to Howie et al. (Howie). 
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As to claim 1 , Howie discloses a method for handling a manufacturing process 
(abstract) that receives content information related to the design of a manufactured item 
(claim 1, col 25, lines 17-21), receiving work schedule information that indicates a 
projected schedule as to when various stages are to be completed (claim 1 , col 25, lines 
22-25), receiving work progress information that indicates the actual progress of the 
manufactured item (col 3, lines 42-46, further shown in the "operations mode" in fig 
2),receiving change order information (plan revisions as best seen in fig 2). 

Howie does not, however, teach using the system for construction projects and 
further does not teach disclosing the information to an authorized user. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
construction information to an authorized user (the customer, or client for whom the 
building is being built) so as to keep the customer apprised of the progress of the work. 
It further would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the system as 
disclosed by Howie in construction settings as such settings require timing of the 
various stages of construction (i.e. pouring a foundation, building the frame, roofing the 
structure, painting the structure, flooring the structure etc.). 

As to claims 15 and 29, Howie teaches a computer network (as best seen in fig 
1) and further, a control and inquiry code executing system would be inherent in the 
system as Howie discloses the steps as being performed and therefore, there would 
have to be an executing system to perform the steps. 

Howie does not, however, teach allowing a client computer to access the system. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow the customer to 
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access the system to allow for access to the customer's file so the customer could track 
the work to avoid having the customer call the builder to ask for progress reports. 

As to claims 2 and 16, Howie does not specifically teach requiring a password or 
other identification to access the system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the system as disclosed by Howie by requiring an identification 
number to access the system to avoid unauthorized access to the system. 

As to claim 3 and 17, Howie teaches revising the work schedule when change 
order information impacts the projected schedule (col 7, lines 1-5). 

As to claims 4 and 18, the project information includes profiles of those doing the 
work (fig 1, blocks under "Resource Broker blocks). 

As to claims 5 and 19, Howie discloses notifying the site superintendent (master 
scheduler) when work progress information is not received (fig 1 1 ). 

Note: The original rejection included a typo as this was originally labeled, "As to 
claims 5 and 23". 

As to claims 6 and 20, Howie does not disclose including an image of the part as 
it is being manufactured. It is very well known in the art for owners of houses being built 
to obtain images of the house in the various stages of it being built. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide such images to increase 
customer satisfaction. 

As to claims 7 and 21 , it is very well known in the art to pay for services when 
they are completed, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art to require images of completed work to ensure that work has been completed before 
payment is rendered. 

As to claims 8 and 22, it would be inherent that it would be verified that the 
authorized user received the requested information as the computer would continue to 
attempt to provide the information if it was not verified. 

As to claims 9 and 23, as is discussed above, Howie teaches requiring work 
schedule updates, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to request reports that are not received to ensure that they are received. 

As to claims 10 and 24, it is very well known in the art for a building purchaser to 
view the building while under construction and for the contractor or builder to be there. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
system as disclosed by Howie by adding a scheduler to allow for the scheduling of 
customer visits. 

As to claims 1 1 and 25, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the system as disclosed by Howie by providing a warning when a building 
purchaser reports a building associated problem as otherwise construction could 
continue while a problem is not fixed. Further, a building related problem could relate to 
ability of the purchaser to pay for the building and the builder would want to know of 
such a circumstance. 

As to claims 12 and 26, Howie discloses scheduling a correction of a problem 
(claim 8, col 27, lines 39-60). 
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As to claims 13 and 27, it would be inherent that the construction project 
information would include the location information of the site superintendent as this 
person is necessary for running the system. 

As to claims 14 and 28, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to include contact numbers for the principals in the manufacture process in case it is 
necessary to contact them. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/20/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. As to arguments in relation to the rejection under 35 USC 101 , the claims 
as amended do not require any technological innovation. They could merely be met by 
people conversing over the telephone and as such, are not patentable. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 1,15 and 29, as is noted in the above 
rejection under 35 USC 103, it would be obvious to use Howie in a building project as it 
is directed toward a process with multiple steps that must be coordinated to ensure 
efficiency. For instance, if there were a problem pouring the foundation, the scheduler 
would be useful to keep the project manager apprised of the situation so as to not have 
the frame-building crew arrive without a foundation on which to build the frame. As to 
arguments that Howie does not provide access to the customer, as is noted above, it 
would have been obvious as customers are routinely told of the progress of building 
projects. This is not hindsight, merely the action of keeping customers apprised of the 
progress of the project. 
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As to arguments in relation to claims 2 and 16, passwords (whether alphabetic or 
numeric) are very well known, indeed standard, in computer systems to secure sensitive 
knowledge. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 4 and 18, the resource brokers are people 
who handle the machines (col 6, lines 6-9). 

As to arguments in relation to claims 5 and 23 (19), performing job scheduling 
would be notifying the master scheduler. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 6 and 20, the intended use of the pictures is 
not patentably distinct. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 7 and 21 , as is noted above, it is old and 
well known to pay for work completed. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 8 and 22, if the information transfer was not 
verified, it could occur that vital information was not transferred or was transferred 
repeatedly, thereby increasing customer dissatisfaction. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 9 and 23, the predetermined time would be 
the time for that step in construction to be completed else the next step could not be 
completed. The foundation must be completed before the frame is built. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 10 and 24, it would be obvious to schedule 
when the customer would arrive to ensure that the proper individuals would be there to 
answer any questions. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 12 and 26, as discussed in the above 
rejection, Howie does disclose correcting a problem with the process. 
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As to arguments in relation to claims 13 and 27, as the manager manages the 
process, it would be very obvious to ensure that the manager could be contacted in 
case of emergency or problem. 

As to arguments in relation to claims 14 and 28, cell-phones are very well known 
as convenient methods of contacting individuals and there use would not make an 
invention patentably distinct. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US PAT 5,893,906 to Daffin et al. discloses a system for 
managing work processes, US PAT 4,459,663 to Dye discloses a system for a method 
allocating resources in a manufacturing environment. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fit off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



